had categorically praised or blamed psychiatry are (almost) gone.
Old questions are asked with sophistication and answered with the bases of more solid research. Heinrich Feldt on German "philosophic doctors", G Verwey on Freud, and J Pigeaud on ancient psychopathology are first-rate examples of the close examination of issues related with the mind/body dualism. This study occupies its own particular niche somewhere near the intersection of medicine and history, but it is not the history of medicine in the usual sense. It has to do with the "political epidemiology of colonial India" (p. 202), not the history of disease or biological epidemiology. It is, rather, an innovative examination of the relationship between Western medicine and Indian society in the political setting of British India in the nineteenth century and into the early twentieth, consisting of six essays, each taking up some aspect of the interplay between the two, and together advancing the idea that "Western medicine in India was always involved in a dialectical relationship, caught between the thrust of metropolitan science on the one hand and the gravitational pull of India's perceived needs on the other" (p. 18).
